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House Hearings on Collusion Become a Coyerup—k^TougH Inquiry, 


A -:., . 


BY DONALD KmX. 

The statement-making is over, and the 
buse subcommittee investigating the CIA 
nd the press has let it be known that it does 
ot intend to pursue the matteh An aide to 
:e?. Les Aspin, the “liberal" Wisconsin 
emocrat who chaired the hearings in Jan- 
ary..quotes his boss as sajdng that they have 
lade ^eir point by giving editors and others 
le chance to comment publicly on the evils of 
lA-press collusion. . 

What good would it dOi Aspin reportedly 
renders, to demand eigjosure of the names of 
idividuai American reporters and news 
rganizations?.. He rejects comparisons, be-- 
ureen the hijinks of the FBFs Cointelpro pro- . 
ram— under which the bureau no^ into 
idical groups at the behst of J. Edgar Hoov- 
r— and infiltration of the press by CIA opera- ' 
ves, who were often sophisticated zealots 
ith a missioa to make the world safe for. 
msrican-style democracy. • 

But while Aspin appears altogether sincere 
his reasoning* he unwittingly makes himself 
;d his subcommittee of Qie House Intel- 
jence Committee a party to a farrieaching 
iverup. For as long as neither, the CIA nor 
merican publishers are compelled to disclose 
!3t ccliusioD and conflict of interest involv- .. 
g reporters, .'however deeply embedded in 
•istcry," the CIA will continue to ejqploit this 
urce of information!, V. ' ' ' , ' '' 

What could appear more proforma than the 
iliey regulations.issued last December by' 
A Director .Stansfield TWner forbidding 
lyoifs to journalists from legitimate news or- 
inizations?. Former CIA Director William 
)lby, it nay be remembered, had once at- 
mpted to enhance- the agenc/s, credibility 
f admitting Uiat the CIA was ptill calling on 
ree-!ancers" and, of course, had no com- . 
inctions about purchasing information from . 
srnalists working for “fo!:eignT.inedia. He . 
i3 been roundly criticized for the a^ssion. 
Turner's directive gives the appearance of . 
swering some of the criticism- of Colby by . 
oclaiming that the CIA will no longer “enter : 
U> any relationships with fuU-time or part- . ' 
ae journalists (including .so-called 'string- ■ i 
s’) accredited by a UB. news service news- ; 
per, periodical, radio or television network 
station, for the purpose of conducting any 
teliigsnee activiti^" . . . ' .S -- . ■ . 

Yet free-lance^ “journalists” are often not 
ally accredited to anyone— they just submit . 
tides hither and yon. Then, too. Turner's di- • 
rtive deliberately skips the question of , 
publications, many of whose reporters ' ' 
d editors might suit the CIA’s pu^oses just ' 
lendidly— for not a few of these journafists . : 
e American dtizens. ■■ -• -r; 

rhe CTA’s new “policy,” in short, is a non-- 
icy that any imaginative or Approyed^For 


directive all but invites journalistic super- -. Theactualnamesqfreportersandorganiza- 
patriots and opportunists to continue to assist 'tions- involved go far beyond those already 
the. CIA, since it would "continue to permit- mentioned .in congressional testimony and 
unpaid relation^ps” , with newsmen *Vho ' newspaper articles. News stories, for'in^ce, 
voluntarily mainlaia contact foe the purpose- -have tended either to exaggerate aimlessly (as 
of providing information. ..i, -in. the case. of Carl Bernstein's lenglhy-piece 

Voluntary, indeedl. One. of the’mostfamih'af_fdr. Rollii^ .Stone magazine), oc-.io btex- 
argumehts for “cooperating” with the CIA is tremely circumspect. Pwbably a congression- 
that reporters need to give in order to get. Ac- . al investigation is the only way to extract the 
tually,*this argument is specious. Reporters . real story on the press and the CIA, since indi.- 
generally can find more than enou^— oftea..'. 'vidual'reporter3 do not have the power,; to 
more than do the unimaginative second-raters '^question CIA bureaucrats under oath, .much 
workirig for thoCIA— by interviewing a wide?-;^' less to demand to see their records. ... ■ . 
spectrum of sources ranging from acadeimcs And- only the revelation -of thec-Ml CIA- 
to government officials to opposition poiiti-..,.press story qan prevent s repeUtion<i{or.thc 
dans; The reporter /“owes” none of .,.thi3''_'worst.jourDalist...ofiender3.-hav.e-"a., -way .oI 
material to anyone Accept his editors^nd"; 'avoiding ecoosure by fading out of jour^sm, 
risks betraying sources by pasang any of it^.or brazenly denying any CLA'pasL ' c 

alOTg to toe CIA or the State Department columnist,, in 'TwHat;. was 

. , But shoidd .reporters, ^en, approach CIA ^dearly an tmguard^ moment, once boasted tc 
people for formation while offermg nothm?. , me that he had, for “a Jot of money.'ri-'adne s 
inreturn. pf coumej -In our -, free society ^e%reporf on Soviet photograp'ny for the U.S. In- 
. CIA owes, tomayrng Amenc^ whatever in^-. ; formation -Agency. Sinte USIA does not ordi- 
formation it has, as long as it does not c^-:...nari]y trumpet the achievements of iheSbviei 
promise Its own legitimate funebonqf gather-,^. the report could only have B^Aised 
ing intelligence. There 13 no pro ^uo.^serve some* aim of American intelligence- 

Natural^, certain joumahsts,. under Cie .^ -More locking, his editors blandJy-condoned 
guise of. exchang^g^ infomation with the . jj]g conduct as long.as it rem^ed'Unpubli- 
' ' . .. — , : '. — ""rrr — —r^.dzed, but responded, with panic, at, the.- flrsf 

’ “JDiwjaW 'Kiri(^ who spent almost q dreede.,^.; inkling that others, might haye;b^fpn to 
covering Asia for the- Chicago Tribune, the '; their man’s secreL Oneof these editors,.!witli 
Washington Star catd othor pvblication3,is air- ■■m fear of cross-questioning,, later.'testifieil 
r&nitg a free-lance writer b^^inNew York..''-^'- i^hleously before the Aspin subcommittee.;? . 

^ p — ' ' ^ question, then, is who is more hippcril- 

agency,. will- ultimately begin working 'again' . leak the CIA, for setting guidelines that ilcai- 
for the ClA for money or other favors regard-'. --easily flout, or editors, for luding skeletons in 
less of 'Tumer's directive. In fact, the mere ex-*- -' their cicsels? For that matter, is Aspmhimsels 
istence of the document provides a cover in it--- wary of pressing an inquiry that inighLtui'n 
self,- since unscnmulous CIA officials can now-;, some of tb^e same editors against hira=and 
point to it as proof that the agency is, . of rl’.'whatever higher ambitions he may havell 
course, not pay^ off newsmen— when theiriT;.*''^ far,.. Aspin has merely provided .a Yorum 
aredoingjustthaL... . . -in which editorsand.other3canlimit.thAdis- 

^Can.anyone beso-haive as to think that the.:, cussion.to vague generalities. Now he-^btild 
CIA would not employ such subterfuge so long Ike questioning- in. earnest .Howymuch 

as it does not risk. full e.xpb3ure? The necessa-; ?. and by whom were what reporters. paid for 
ry ratiohalizations^for an agency that has :'’"free-l^ce” efforts for the govenimeqt?llow 
overthrown governments, bribed politicians ? much did their editors know— and what, about 
and financed newspapers and magazines— are. the editors’ own long-standing relaUddsh'ips in 
amatterof routmeL.-:*..t ..v£~ io-highplaces?:"-;-:' 

'The chances of abase of the public trust by iA:;Only by: asking tough, specific questions— 
the CIA -would be significantly - reduced, and getting answers in the glare of publicity, 
however, if congressional investigators had . and in the fear of trial for perjury— can .we 
the courage and foresight to pillory in public have the slightest assurance that journalists 
the reporters and. editors, who already have-, will not continue to tmllude with govemmeol 
compromised their professional- integrity by>* officials. . . — .. ..l.J., 

hiring themselves out to the government in : ! Obviously, it would be naive to think that 
thisfashion. . ,. .? . such scrutiny would totaUy.eliminaila.ClA- 

Every corre^hdeht Imows of. j6urnalislsy;.';pr;^ coliafaofation. But, like exposes,^, other 
whose sources of incoiiie have been question--.: offen^- against American-democratic-Vniid- 
able-^who somehow seemed to live comfort---’ itiwould discourage would-be. oflendenj 
ably and enjoy unusual access to American of- C'and define much more clearly than staternent- 
ficials abroad, even though-they wroleonly a; *:making and ..“Adelines’' the difference 'be- 
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